Septerher 17, B2

Dr. Ne H. Horowite

Kerekhet® Luboreterles

Oslifernie Institute of Technology
Poozdone 4, 2slifornda

Dear Normt

I ax serry that yor are offendad Yy wy rieircatnent of the Englieh
langusge. Y£ I heve coined a word, or misused an ol one, fror tivc o
tire 1% ie heonuwse I hod corme ooncept that wse diffioult or cubersone
4o expross in the existing language. Perhape Y should Xe & purist rope
than I am, but I have alwaye felt that words wers merely asymbolie tools,
aad thet vwility and usage wers theo main bases for thelr recormition.
If we deny the possibility of evolution in meanings, we will have a sterile
languages Theve are very few words ir egiones which hawvs net besn ultinmately
derived in this way.

I¥ s word is propossd vhish 4s mbizveus o dnmpraciss in a given eoatexd,
tkeux 1 it thun caumes eome confusion, then of cowrse 4% heconcs » very
poor {tool, and should be abandened. Except for very common words which may
often be misused, natural selection usunlly takee ite course, and you can
help 1t alemz by ignoring the usago. For this purnone 1% is proforable Af
the now usaxe involwss an unPamiliar word. 1 don's Unew vwhather you have
any shecial brief for or sgainst "prodotronh®, but 4% has sasned Yo ns almost
indiapencable in Sto aras of euplication; the ‘tect of 1f will te 14s usage
by cthars.

I nlace lasa falth than you do ir the value of dictioraries for indicating
current usegee for tecinical terms— what does your dictionary have for "trane-
location® or *inversion®~-, but I have used thew. I =z net too happy ahout

*transivation’, but my dictionary gives this =28 tho not of cenvering over,

whioh scemed +o £1f very wall ny sonalusions aboud Salmonsila gonotless I
know about, trensduosrs in Eleotric Fower, but thinl: thic han no more preomptive
value than does trensfornation (= wig) (or in rolation 40 transfor ors) or
induction or poky (= jail) for their hiolerical uses. T4 4o juet “ocause
tranafornation seome so overloaded with diverse somoiztioms 4 ralated contexte
that I profer not to perpotuate it. If the only esizbhlished uses of tranaducer
are in distant sontexts, I foresce no troudbls fMrom them. Perhaps saieone hae
used the exvression, obsoursly, in seasory vhyclolozyz., I otill think thst

the axpression "genstic transduction® octunds on its om foot as alnost pelf-
expilanatory. T an etill not heppy with its cocorhomy., end will he oleased Bo
conaidar any suggestions. ( Someone sugzested intromiesion, but this might have
the right ctmnotations).



As to prototroph, Ryan and I asked around about it, and I was acqudknted
with its symonymy with autotroph in the very old litersture. iy usage
seoms close to a special casc of sutotrophy (4t approximates relative
auzo-autotrophy). The oomaitiec that discussed mviritional nomonglature
in 1046 (CSH volume 11) did net complain adout “prototroph". Its synonymy
with autotroph was rare und is obsolete.

T do not agree with your third paragraph, ud agree wiroleheariedly with
your fifth. Perhaps we should have en International Judieial Oormission for
gonatle awaea, aas thode Lo for bodanicel and zoologloals {Even theore, albelt
mfartimataly, we will £4iad that xywsasxax worde aro imported without pre-
Judfaz, ceze Mroenphiflo 4 Modows and L1 the hypmaoyuetos). T o niot
sure vhere wa should draw the line;, and have perhana been too boholden to
convenionce. This does not preclude getiing good advice on the subject. If
you mear ull this aserdously, I will have my revenrs on you by asking for
1% on tho nazt sceaniun., 01 the whole, T upafer a dictinetive uow cematruction
(@egs 2atotrech) 49 an 4omracize adnticetion o2 on 9ld she {0, Piachemiocal
muztant, in the sama 2ease), “ual this may be wmioe.

S4naeerely,

Jorhmia Iadexshorg
Azseelrnte ©r



